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RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Mark A. Leskowicz

Momentive Performance MatedalsInc.-- - - — - - . e s oo -
3500 South State Route 2

Friendly, WV 26146

Re: MPM Silicones Facility
EPA ID Number: WVD004325353

Dear Mr. Leskowicz:

This letter is in reference to the MPM Silicones Facility (“Facility””) located at 3500 South State
Route 2, Sistersville, West Virginia, and certain activities conducted at this Facility which
resulted in releases of hazardous waste, hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants into the
environment. It has come to EPA’s attention that a release of polychlorinated biphenyls
(“PCBs”) has occurred at the Facility and that company officials became aware of the release
some time in 2003 but did not report the release to EPA as required by the Permit for Corrective
Action (WVD 004 32 5353) in effect at the time.

Pursuant to the authority granted to the EPA under Section 3007(a) of the RCRA, 42 U.S.C.

§ 6927(a), which provides in relevant part that “any person who generates, stores, treats,
transports, disposes of, or otherwise handles or has handled hazardous wastes shall, upon request
of any officer, employee or representative of EPA, duly designated by the Administrator,
...furnish information relating to such wastes...”. EPA is also requesting information pursuant
to the authority of Section 104(e) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, as amended (“CERCLA”), 42 U.S.C. § 9604(e), which
grants EPA the authority to require Momentive Performance Materials Inc. (“MPM” or “you”) to
furnish all information and documents in your possession, custody or control, or in the
possession, custody or control of any of your employees or agents, which concern, refer, or relate
to hazardous substances as defined by Section 101(14) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9601(14),
pollutants and/or contaminants as defined by Section 101(33) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C.

§ 9601(33), as well as your ability to pay for or perform a cleanup at the above-referenced
Facility. EPA hereby requests that you furnish to EPA a written response to the information
requested below relating to the Facility, including all documents responsive to such request.

The provisions of Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928, and Section 104 of CERCLA, 42
U.S.C. § 9604, authorize EPA to pursue penalties for failure to comply with or respond
adequately to required submissions of information. In addition, providing false, fictitious, or
fraudulent statements or representations may subject you to ciminal penalties under



18 U.S.C. § 1001. The information you provide may be used by EPA in administrative, civil or
criminal proceedings.

Instructions for responding to this required submission of information are provided below.
INSTRUCTIONS

1. You are entitled to assert a claim of business confidentiality covering any part or all of

the information you submit. If-you desire to assert a-claim of business confidenttality, please see - - -

Enclosure 1, Business Confidentiality Claims/Disclosure To EPA Contractors & Grantees Of
Your Response. You must clearly mark such information by either stamping or using any other
form of notice that such information is trade secret, proprietary, or company confidential. To
best ensure that your intent is clear, we recommend that you mark as confidential each page
containing such claimed information.

2. Please provide a separate, detailed narrative response to each question, and to each
subpart of a question, set forth in this Information Request. If you fail to provide a detailed
response, EPA may deem your response to be insufficient and thus a failure to comply with this
Information Request, which may subject you to penalties.

3. Precede each response with the number of the - question or subpart-of the question to
which it corresponds. For each document or group of documents produced in response to this
Information Request, indicate by the number of the specific question(s) or subpart of the
question(s) to which it responds.

4, Should you find at any time after submission of your response that any portion of the
submitted information is false, misrepresents the truth, or is incomplete, you must notify EPA of
this fact and provide EPA with a corrected written response.

5. Any terms that are used in this Information Request and/or its enclosures, that are defined
in CERCLA shall have the meaning set forth in CERCLA. Definitions of several such terms are
set forth in Enclosure 2, Definitions, for your convenience. Also, several additional terms not
defined in CERCLA are defined in Enclosure 2. Those terms shall have the meaning set forth in
Enclosure 2 any time such terms are used in this Information Request and/or its Enclosures. All
other terms used in this request for information that are defined in the RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 6901
et seq. or 40 C.F.R. Parts 260-266, 268, and 273 shall have the meanings set forth therein.

6. Your response must include the following signed and dated certification:

I certify that the information contained in this response to EPA’s request for information
and the accompanying documents is true, accurate and complete. As to the identified
portions of this response for which I cannot personally verify their accuracy, I certify
under penalty of law that this response and all attachments were prepared in accordance
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the
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system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate and
complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fines and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Signature:
Name:
Title:
- - - - - - -- --Requested Information — - -~ - -~~~ - - -
1. ©  For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide information

concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities associated with determining the
extent of PCB contamination in and around the SB-71 area (i.e., surface soil, subsurface soil,
sediment, and groundwater sampling). Your response should include all work plans, analytical
results and lab data sheets, quality assurance data, comments and response to comments,
recommendations, and summary information for the Phase I, Phase II, and Phase III SB-71
Alternative Sampling plans.

2. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide information
concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities associated with determining the
extent of PCB contamination in and around the Wastewater Upgrade Area (i.e., surface soil,
subsurface soil, sediment, and groundwater sampling). Your response should include all work
plans, analytical results and lab data sheets, quality assurance data, comments and response to
comments, recommendations, and summary information.

3. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide information
concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities associated with determining the
extent of PCB contamination in and around the Burn Bank Area (i.e., surface soil, subsurface
soil, sediment, and groundwater sampling). Your response should include all work plans,
analytical results and lab data sheets, quality assurance data, comments and response to
comments, recommendations, and summary information. In addition, please provide a detailed
plant map identifying the exact location of the “Burn Bank Area”.

4. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide information
concemning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities associated with the North
Inactive Site Area. Your response should include data associated with any leachate collection
system, surface water runoff/storm water collection systems, soil borings, groundwater
monitoring and sampling, or sediments from any stream which may come in contact with
materials deposited in this landfill disposal site.

5. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide information
associated with any PCB quantification in the plant’s wastewater treatment system and also in

the plant outfall to the Ohio River.

6. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide copies of all
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correspondence with Kelly Bunker, EPA Region III PCB Coordinator, or any other staff in the
Region’s PCB Program , concerning Phase III PCB characterization at SB-71.

7. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide information
concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities associated with the areas
referenced in Requests 1, 2, 3, and 4, above, that would be indicative of the presence of any other
compound/chemical species that may be considered a “hazardous underlying constituent” which
may have been deposited either separately or in conjunction with the PCB containing residues
into the ‘Lime Pits” and then ultimately into the North Inactive Site.

- 8. Provide a copy of the Purchase and Exchange Agreement between Crompton Corporation
and GE Silicones WV, L.L.C., dated on or about April 24, 2003.

9. Provide copies of any historical documents regarding the Facility from the 1980’s to the
present which discuss the presence of PCBs at the Facility and any evaluation regarding
regulatory reporting requirements performed by Union Carbide.

10. Provide information concerning any and all environmental monitoring, testing, or
sampling activities associated with the process areas where PCBs were utilized as heat transfer
fluids and thus may have been present in distillation bottoms .

11.  Provide information detailing the handling and disposal of heat transfer fluids and
distillation bottoms which may have contained PCBs at the Facility.

12. Identify any agreements or contracts with entities that may have some responsibility for
and/or who are participating in the investigation and remediation of releases of hazardous waste
and/or hazardous constituents from the Facility. Include with your response copies of any such
agreements and all correspondence related to such agreements.

13.  Identify all persons (full name, address and title) who were in any manner involved in
answering and/or providing information concerning the answers provided in your response to
this information request.

For each and every request, if you have any reason to believe that there may be a person(s) who
may be able to provide a more detailed or complete response to such request or may be able to
provide additional responsive documents, then as a part of your response to such request, identify
each such person and the additional information or documents which such person may be able to
provide. Furthermore, for each and every response, if information or documents responsive to
such request are not in your possession, custody or control, then as part of your response to such
request, identify each person from whom such information or documents may be obtained.

You must respond in writing to this required submission of information within thirty (30)
calendar days of your receipt of this letter. You may also request to meet with EPA to discuss
the releases noted above. If you wish to meet with EPA, you must contact Mr. Bill Wentworth,
at (215) 814-3184, within ten (10) calendar days of your receipt of this letter to arrange a time to
meet. A request for such a meeting will not change the due date for your response.



If, for any reason, you do not provide all information responsive to this letter, then in your
answer to EPA you must: (1) describe specifically what was not provided, and (2) provide to
EPA an appropriate reason why the information was not provided.

Please send, or otherwise ensure delivery of, one copy of the requested information within thirty
(30) calendar days of your receipt of this letter to:

Mr. Bill Wentworth (3LC20)
-+ U:S8. Environmental Protection-‘Agency- -~ ~— -~ - -~
Region III
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029

This request for information is not subject to review by the Office of Management and Budget
pursuant to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. Sections 3501-3520.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Mr. Bill Wentworth at (215)
814-3184 or have your attorney contact Ms. Cynthia Nadolski in the Office of Regional Counsel
at (215) 814-2673.

Pizarro, Associate Director
ffice of Remediation

Land and Chemicals Division
U.S. EPA Region III

Enclosures: Enclosure 1: Business Confidentiality Claims/Disclosure of Your Response to EPA
Contractors and Grantees
Enclosure 2: Definitions

cc: D. Martin (WVDEP)
M. Wade (WVDEP)
C. Nadolski (3RC43)

; Hiley, Esq.



Enclosure 1

Business Confidentiality Claims

You are entitled to assert a claim of business confidentiality covering any part or all of the
submitted information, in the manner described in 40 C.F.R. Section 2.203(b). Information
subject to a claim of business confidentiality will be made available to the public only in
accordance with the procedures set forth in 40 C.F.R. Part 2, Subpart B. If a claim of business
confidentiality is not asserted when the information is submitted to EPA, EPA may make this
information available to the public without further notice to you. You must clearly mark such
claimed information by either stamping or using any other such form of notice that such
-information is a trade seeret, proprietary, or company-confidential:- To best ensure-that your-intent
is clear, we recommend that you mark as confidential each page containing such claimed
information.

Disclosure Of Your Response to EPA Contractors and Grantees

EPA may contract with one or more independent contracting firms to review the
documentation, including documents which you claim are confidential business information
(“CBI”), which you submit in response to this information request, depending on available agency
resources. Additionally, EPA may provide access to this information to (an) individual(s) working
under (a) cooperative agreement(s) under the Senior Environmental Employment Program (SEE
Enrollees). The SEE program was authorized by the Environmental Programs Assistance Act of
1984 (Pub. L. 98-313). The contractor(s) and/or SEE Enrollee(s) will be filing, organizing,
analyzing and/or summarizing the information for EPA personnel. The contractors have signed a
contract with EPA that contains a confidentiality clause with respect to CBI that they handle for
EPA. The SEE Enrollee(s) is working under a cooperative agreement that contains a provision
concerning the treatment and safeguarding of CBI. The individual SEE enrollee has also signed a
confidentiality agreement regarding treatment of CBI. Pursuant to CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. Section
9604(e)(7) and EPA's regulations at 40 C.F.R. Section 2.310(h), EPA may share such CBI with
EPA’s authorized representatives which include contractors and cooperators under the
Environmental Programs Assistance Act of 1984. (See 58 Fed.Reg. 7187 (1993)). If you have any
objection to disclosure by EPA of documents which you claim are CBI, you must notify EPA in
writing at the time you submit such documents.

o



Enclosure 2
Definitions

The term “arrangement” shall mean every separate contract or other agreement or
understanding between two or more persons, whether written or oral.

The term “documents” shall mean writings, photographs, sound or magnetic records,
drawings, or other similar things by which information has been preserved and also includes
information preserved in a form which must be translated or deciphered by machine in order
to be intelligible to humans. Examples of documents include, but are not limited to,
electronic mail and other forms of computer communication, drafts, correspondence,

'~ memoranda, notes, diaries; statistics, letters, telegrams; minutes, contracts, reports, studies,
checks, statements, receipts, summaries, pamphlets, books, invoices, checks, bills of lading,
weight receipts, toll receipts, offers, contracts, agreements, deeds, leases, manifests,
licenses, permits, bids, proposals, policies of insurance, logs, interoffice and intra-office
communications, notations of any conversations (including, without limitation, telephone
calls, meetings, and other communications such as e-mail), bulletins, printed matter,
computer printouts, invoices, worksheets, graphic or oral records or representations of any
kind (including, without limitation, charts, graphs, microfiche, microfilm, videotapes,
recordings and motion pictures), electronic, mechanical, magnetic or electric records or
representations of any kind (including, without limitation, tapes, cassettes, discs, recordings
and computer memories), minutes of meetings, memoranda, notes, calendar or daily entries,
agendas, notices, announcements, maps, manuals, brochures, reports of scientific study or
investigation, schedules, price lists, data, sample analyses, and laboratory reports.

The term “hazardous substance” means (a) any substance designated pursuant to section
1321(b)(2)(A) of Title 33 of the U.S. Code, (b) any element, compound, mixture, solution,
or substance designated pursuant to section 102 of CERCLA 42 U.S.C. section 9602, any
hazardous waste having the characteristics identified under or listed pursuant to section
3001 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. Section 6921) (but not including any
waste the regulation of which under the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. Section 6901
et seq.) has been suspended by Act of Congress), (d) any toxic pollutant listed under section
1317(a) of Title 33, (e) any hazardous air pollutant listed under section 112 of the Clean Air
Act (42 U.S.C. Section 7412), and (f) any imminently hazardous chemical substance or
mixture with respect to which the Administrator has taken action pursuant to section 2606
of Title 15 of the U.S. Code. The term does not include petroleum, including crude oil or
any fraction thereof which is not otherwise specifically listed or designated as a hazardous
substance under subparagraphs (a) through (f) of this paragraph, and the term does not
include natural gas, natural gas liquids, liquefied natural gas, or synthetic gas usable for fuel
(or mixtures of natural gas and such synthetic gas).

The term “pollutant or contaminant” shall include, but not be limited to, any element,
substance, compound, or mixture, including disease-causing agents, which after release into
the environment and upon exposure, ingestion, inhalation, or assimilation into any
organism, either directly from the environment or indirectly by ingestion through food
chains, will or may reasonably be anticipated to cause death, disease, behavioral
abnormalities, cancer, genetic mutation, physiological malfunctions (including malfunctions



in reproduction) or physical deformations in such organisms or their offspring, except that
the term “pollutant or contaminant” shall not include petroleum, including crude oil or any
fraction thereof which is not otherwise specifically listed or designated as a hazardous
substance under CERCLA, and shall not include natural gas, liquefied natural gas, or
synthetic gas of pipeline quality (or mixtures of natural gas and such synthetic gas).

The term “release” means any spilling, leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying,
discharging, injecting, escaping, leaching, dumping, or disposing into the environment
(including the abandonment or discarding of barrels, containers, and other closed
receptacles containing any hazardous substance or pollutant or contaminant), but excludes
(a) any release which results in exposure to persons solely within a workplace, with respect
to a claim which such persons may assert against the employer of such persons, (b)

- emissions fromthe-engine exhaust of a motorvehicle, Totling stock; aircraft; vessel;or -
pipeline pumping station engine, (c) release of source, byproduct, or special nuclear material
from a nuclear incident, as those terms are defined in the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42
U.S.C. Section 2011 et seq.), if such release is subject to requirements with respect to
financial protection established by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission under section 170 of
such Act (42 U.S.C. Section 2210), or, for the purposes of section 9604 of CERCLA or any
other response action, any release of source byproduct, or special nuclear material from any
processing site designated under sections 7912(a)(1) or 7942(a) of the Uranium Mill
Tailings Radiation Control Act of 1978, 42 U.S.C. 7912 (a)(1) or 7942 (9), and (d) the
normal application of fertilizer.

The term “waste” or “wastes” shall mean and include any discarded materials including, but
not limited to, trash, garbage, refuse, by-products, solid waste, hazardous waste, hazardous
substances, pollutants or contaminants, and discarded or spilled chemicals, whether solid,
liquid, or sludge.

The term “you” when referring to an incorporated entity shall mean and include the
incorporated entity and its agents and representatives, including, but not limited to, persons
directly authorized to transact business on the entity’s behalf such as officers, directors, or
partners with which the entity is affiliated, employees, accountants, engineers, or other
persons who conduct business on the entity’s behalf, as well as affiliated entities, including,
but not limited to, partnerships, limited liability companies, divisions, subsidiaries, holding
companies.



MOMENTI\'E" MPM Silicones, LLC Sistersville Plant

3500 South State Route 2
Friendly, WV 26146
momentive.com

August 1, 2012
FEDERAL EXPRESS

Bill Wentworth (3LC20)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region lli

1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029

Re: MPM Silicones Facility
EPA ID No. WVDQ004325353

Dear Mr. Wentworth:

Momentive Performance Materials Inc. on behalf of MPM Silicones, LLC
(collectively “MPM”) writes in response to EPA’s recent Information Request (the
“Request”) concerning PCB contamination at MPM’s facility in Sistersville, West
Virginia (the “Facility”). MPM submits this response to the Request in
accordance with Section 104(e) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9604(e), as amended,
and Section 3007(a) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6927(a).

Promptly upon receiving the Request, MPM undertook a diligent
investigation. to locate any information it had that was responsive to the Request.
This response was prepared with the assistance of agents and representatives of
MPM believed to have relevant information. The answers set forth herein,
subject to inadvertent or undiscovered errors or omissions are based on and
therefore necessarily limited by the records and information still in existence and
thus far discovered in the course of the preparation of this response. Finally,
because certain items of the Request seek documents and information about
historical operations not conducted by MPM, portions of this response are not
made on the basis of personai knowledge and were prepared exclusively by and
with the assistance and advice of counsel, which advice was relied upon herein.

MPM notes that it has never utilized or disposed of any PCBs used in
manufacturing conducted at the Facility; rather PCB use and disposal at the
Facility apparently arose from operations conducted by former Facility operators,
including Union Carbide Corporation (“UCC”) which owned and operated the
Facility from the 1950s until the early 1990s. To the extent that MPM has any
information about PCB use and disposal at the Facility, that information comes
from historical documents which MPM obtained either in connection with its
acquisition of the Facility in 2006 or subsequently through efforts to investigate




Bill Wentworth (3LC20)
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the presence of PCB contamination at the Facility. MPM has not attempted to
determine if any of its current employees had prior employment at the Facility
with UCC or other entities that may have had some role in historical operations at
the Facility.

Subject to and without waiver of its objections, MPM makes the following
response to the Request:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

MPM objects to the Request insofar as it exceeds EPA’s authority under
RCRA and CERCLA.

MPM objects to the Request to the extent it seeks information that is
neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery of relevant information.

MPM objects to the Request insofar as it seeks information regarding
privileged documents and privileged communications, including without limitation
materials subject to the attorney-client privilege and the work-product doctrine.

MPM objects to the Request to the extent it is vague, overbroad, and
unduly burdensome, and to the extent it requests MPM to produce lnformatlon or
documents that are already in the possession of EPA.

MPM objects to the Request to the extent it seeks to require MPM to
produce reports and other documents which it has previously submitted to EPA.
Upon specific request, MPM will furnish duplicate copies of such reports or
documents.

MPM objects to the: Request insofar as it seeks to impose duties or require
the performance of acts beyond the scope of applicable laws.

SPECIFIC RESPONSES TO THE NUMBERED ITEMS OF THE REQUEST

1. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide
information concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities
associated with determining the extent of PCB contamination in and around the
SB-71 area (i.e., surface soil, subsurface soil, sediment, and groundwater
sampling). Your response should include all work plans, analytical results and
lab data sheets, quality assurance data, comments and response to comments,
recommendations, and summary information for the Phase |, Phase I, and
Phase Il SB-71 Alternative Sampling plans. '
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2.

RESPONSE: MPM has not conducted any PCB testing in the SB-71
Area. MPM believes that the first PCB testing in that area during the
relevant time period was conducted by Environ Corporation (“Environ”) a
consultant to General Electric Company (“GE") prior to or shortly after
GE'’s acquisition of the Facility. Based on the results of Environ’s testing,
GE requested that Chemtura Corporation (“Chemtura”, the preceding
owner of the Facility, then known as Crompton Corporation) undertake
further PCB testing at the Facility (in addition to the documents produced
in response to item 1 of the Request, additional correspondence between
GE - and later MPM — and Chemtura relating to GE’s and MPM'’s
requests that Chemtura investigate PCB contamination at the Facility are
included in the documents produced in response to item 12 of the
Request). After some negotiation, Chemtura appears to have agreed in a
June 9, 2005 letter to GE to conduct a “limited soil investigation” (this letter
is included in the response to item 12 of the Request). Chemtura then
performed two phases of that investigation in the so-called “SB-71 area”
and proposed a third phase which was approved in an October 22, 2007
email from Kelly Bunker of EPA. Chemtura did not perform that third
phase of investigation. The documents responsive to this item of the
Request, are included on the enclosed CD.

For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide

information concerning any and all monltonng testing, or sampling activities
associated with determining the extent of PCB contamination in and around the
Wastewater Upgrade Area (i.e., surface soil, subsurface soil, sediment, and
groundwater sampling). Your response should include all work plans, analytical
results and lab data sheets, quality assurance data, comments and response to
comments, recommendations, and summary information.

3.

RESPONSE: In 2008, MPM unexpectedly encountered PCBs in
connection with its efforts to develop new wastewater treatment
infrastructure at the Facility. MPM subsequently undertook efforts to
characterize the extent of PCB contamination in that area. Documents
responsive to this item of the Request are included on the enclosed CD.
It also appears that the Environ testing referred to in response to item 1 of
the Request included some testing for PCBs in [ocations nearby this area.
MPM does not have copies of all of the lab data sheets and other
documents from the sampling conducted by its consultants in the
Wastewater Upgrade Area. If EPA believes it needs these documents,
MPM will attempt to obtain copies of them from its consultants.

For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide

information concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities
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associated with determining the extent of PCB contamination in and around the
Burn Bank Area (i.e., surface soil, subsurface soil, sediment, and groundwater
sampling). Your response should include all work plans, analytical results and
lab data sheets, quality assurance data, comments and response to comments,
recommendations, and summary information. In addition, please provide a
detailed plant map identifying the exact location of the “Burn Bank Area”.

RESPONSE: The “Burn Bank Area” is a not a term that is currently
used to refer to any area of the Facility. MPM's only knowledge of the use
of a similar term comes from UCC documents from the late 1970s and
early 1980s which refer to disposal of wastes at a “burning bank”. From
the context of those documents, it appears that they likely refertoa
location in the northern portion of the facility. Copies of UCC documents
referring to a “burning bank” are included in Exhibit A, which is attached
hereto, and also included on the enclosed CD (on the enclosed CD, these
documents are provided in response to item 9 of the Request). Although
MPM cannot identify the precise location of the “Burn Bank Area”, MPM
has provided information concerning all monitoring, testing, and sampling
activities since July 31, 2003 associated with determining the extent of
PCB contamination at the Facility in response to other items of the
Request, including items 1, 2, 4 through 6, and 9.

4. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide
information concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities
associated with the North Inactive Site Area. Your response should include data
associated with any leachate collection system, surface water runoff/storm water
collection systems, soil borings, groundwater monitoring and sampling, or
sediments from any stream which may come in contact with materials deposited
in this landfill disposal site.

RESPONSE: MPM is not aware of sampling conducted in the North
Inactive Site Area since July 31, 2003, other than that contained in the
Environ Report, which is included on the enclosed CD as part of MPM’s
response to item 1 of the Request, or in the annual RCRA Corrective
Action reports which have been previously submitted to EPA (which are
included on the enclosed CD as part of the response to this item of the
Request). MPM has not included all of the lab data sheets associated
with the annual RCRA Corrective Action reports on the enclosed CD given
how voluminous they are. However, if EPA believes it needs those
documents, MPM will provide them to EPA for copying.
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5. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide
information associated with any PCB quantification in the plant’'s wastewater
treatment system and also in the plant outfall to the Ohio River.

RESPONSE: Information associated with such quantification, to the
extent it exists, is provided on the enclosed CD.

6. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide copies
of all correspondence with Kelly Bunker, EPA Region lil PCB Coordinator, or any
other staff in the Region’s PCB Program, concerning Phase 1ll PCB
characterization at SB-71. ‘

RESPONSE: MPM had no communications with Kelly Bunker
concerning the Phase Ill PCB characterization of SB-71. As indicated in
MPM'’s response to item 1 of this Request, MPM is aware that Chemtura
or Chemtura’s consultant communicated with Kelly Bunker about a Phase
Il PCB characterization. To the extent that MPM has obtained copies of
those communications, they are included on the enclosed CD.

7. For the time period beginning July 31, 2003, to the present, provide
information concerning any and all monitoring, testing, or sampling activities
associated with the areas referenced in Requests 1, 2, 3, and 4, above, that
would be indicative of the presence of any other compound/chemical species that
may be considered a “hazardous underlying constituent” which may have been
deposited either separately or in conjunction with the PCB containing residues
into the “Lime Pits” and then ultimately into the North Inactive Site.

RESPONSE: Information responsive to this item of the Request has
been provided in response to items 1 through 4 of the Request. To the
extent that this item of the Request seeks information regarding what
hazardous underlying constituents may have been deposited in the
specified areas, MPM is not in a position to provide a definitive response.
MPM has no firsthand knowledge of the disposal of hazardous substances
into the Lime Pits or the North Inactive Site because both were closed
many years prior to MPM'’s acquisition of the Facility. Likewise, MPM has
no first-hand knowledge of the manufacturing formulations or processes
that involved the use of PCBs at the Facility because use of PCBs ceased
decades before MPM's acquisition of the Facility. Historical records
produced in response to other items of this Request, particularly items 9
and 11, may suggest other hazardous underlying constituents that may
have been deposited in the lime pits or the North Inactive Site.
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8.

Provide a copy of the Purchase and Exchange Agreement between

Crompton Corporation and GE Silicones WV, L.L.C., dated on or about April 24,

2003.

9.

RESPONSE: A copy of the Purchase and Exchange Agreement is
included on the enclosed CD.

Provide copies of any historical documents regarding the Facility from the

1980’s to the present which discuss the presence of PCBs at the Facility and any
evaluation regarding regulatory reporting requirements performed by Union
Carbide.

10.

RESPONSE: MPM does not understand this item of the Request to seek
privileged communications about MPM’s evaluation of the presence of
PCBs in connection with its claims and potential claims against former

“owners and operators of the Facility. Subject to that understanding, a

copy of historical documents regarding the Facility from December of 1978
which discuss the presence of PCBs at the Facility or the related
evaluation regarding regulatory reporting requirements performed by UCC

“are included on the enclosed CD. Please note that in addition to the

documents on the enclosed CD identified as responding to this item of the
Request, documents produced in response to other items of the Request,
including items 1 through 6, and 12, are also responsive to this item.

MPM has included documents predating 1980 in its response because it
appears from the documents that investigations relating to the presence of
PCBs at the Facility began in December of 1978 and continued into the
1980s. Because of the large number of documents on the attached CD,
MPM, for EPA’s convenience, attaches hereto as Exhibit A hard copies of
some of the historical documents relating to UCC’s use of PCBs at the
Facility.

Provide information concerning any and all environmental monitoring, -

testing, or sampling activities associated with the process areas where PCBs
were utilized as heat transfer fluids and thus may have been present in distillation
bottoms. '

RESPONSE: MPM does not have first-hand knowledge of the use of
PCBs at the Facility or the specific areas within the Facility where PCBs
where used. EPA's use of the terms “heat transfer fluids” and “distillation
bottoms” in this item of the Request is somewhat confusing. As the
historical documents reflect, only small quantities of PCBs were used as
heat transfer fluids, whereas the bulk of PCBs used at the facility were
used as “pot chasers” in the manufacture of several products which



Bill Wentworth (3LC20)
August 1, 2012
Page 7

11.

resulted in the generation of “heavies” or distillation bottoms. Specifically,
it appears from contemporaneous inventory records prior to the early
1970s that UCC purchased hundreds of thousands of pounds of PCBs,
which according to contemporaneous manufacturing records were used
as “pot chasers” in the manufacture of several products, including a
product referred to as A-1100 and Cyanoethyltriethoxysilane (“CNE"),
which resulted in the generation of “heavies” or distillation bottoms. As
reflected in contemporaneous documents such as the production cost ,
documents for the A-1100 and CNE, those heavies contained virtually all
of the PCBs used as pot chasers. According to historical documents,
most of the heavies were disposed of in a Neutralization Tank or in the
lime pits at the Facility. Documents relating to UCC's use and disposal of
PCBs are included on the enclosed CD in response to items 9 and 11 of
the Request. To the extent that this item of the Request seeks information
regarding monitoring, testing, or sampling activities at locations where
UCC used PCBs in its manufacturing processes, MPM does not have
specific information about where at the facility those manufacturing
processes occurred. MPM has included information relating to the
monitoring, testing, and sampling for PCBs that have occurred at various
locations at the Facility in response to other items of the Request,
including items 1 through 7,-9, and 12.

Provide information detailing the handling and disposal of heat transfer

fluids and distillation bottoms which may have contained PCBs at the Facility.

12.

RESPONSE: All of the information MPM has obtained relating to the
handling and disposal of PCBs used in manufacturing processes at the
Facility is derived from historical documents originally maintained by UCC.
MPM has no firsthand information relating to that handling or disposal of
PCBs used in manufacturing. However, the documentation available is
substantial. A literal reading of this item of the Request might require the
production of numerous boxes of documents comprised of historical
inventory and manufacturing production records of UCC which relate to
UCC'’s purchase and use of PCBs. MPM provides a sample of those
documents in response to this item of the Request. If EPA wants to obtain
a copy of these documents, MPM will produce them to EPA which can
then arrange for copies to be made. Documents responsive to this item of
the Request are also included in MPM's response to item 9 of the
Request.

Identify any agreements or contracts with entities that may have some

responsibility for and/or who are participating in the investigation and remediation
of releases of hazardous waste and/or hazardous constituents from the Facility.



Bili Wentworth (3LC20)
August 1, 2012
Page 8

Include with your response copies of any such agreements and all
correspondence related to such agreements.

RESPONSE: MPM understands the use of the term “entities” in this item
of the request to exclude consultants or environmental professionals. '
MPM does not understand this item to seek confidential settiement
communications. Subject to the foregoing, MPM refers to the Purchase
and Exchange Agreement produced on the enclosed CD in response to
item 8 of the Request and correspondence bsetween GE or MPM and
Chemtura relating to claims pursuant to that Agreement, which are
included on the enclosed CD in response to this item of the Request.

13.  Identify all persons (full name, address and title) who were in any manner
involved in answering and/or providing information concerning the answers
provided in your response to this information request.

RESPONSE: Mark Leskowicz, Steven Klarman, and Raymond Hiley
from MPM and Robert Sanoff, Adam Kahn, and Zachery Gerson from
Foley Hoag LLP all assisted in responding to the Request.

‘Please direct any future inquiries about these matters to our outside
counsel:

Robert S. Sanoff
Foley Hoag, LLP
155 Seaport Bivd, Boston, MA 02210
Tel (617) 832-1152
Email: rsanoff@folevhoaq.com

Sincerely yours,

%
Mark Lesi) %

WICZ

Enclosures
Cc: Robert S. Sanoff, Esquire
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UNION

CARBIDE

UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION ro. 80X 180, SSTERSVILE, WEST VIRGINA 268178
Specisity Crewricas Division
SLICONES PLANT

June 8, 1987

" MEMCRANDUM TO: SwMU File

SUBJECT: May 15, 1986 Conversaticn with EPA
Dealing with the North 40 Inactive
Disposal Site and Possible PCas.

During EPA's review of the Sistersville's inactive disposal sites (SWU
inspection on 5/15/86) they noticed the words "magic chemical® listed as a
material that would be analyzed for from wells placed around the north site,
They asked what that might be and I stated that during the plant's activity to
look for PCBs during late 1978-1979, as a result of the PCB law, it was
speculated that as much as 500,000 lbs. of contaminated PCB heat fluid was
generated during the plant's previocus activities and its disposition was never
determined. Thus, it could have been placed in an inactive site,

As a result of that possibility groundwater and the inactive sites were
examined for PCBs along with other materials. All the results of the tests
and analyses conducted showed no PCBs and that data was included in the
information provided, '

Nothing more was asked about PCB8 by the inspectors.,

4 / 4 '
?rgiz. %Iey,'( ;/k/
FED:s8lc
1293A

MPM0001858

EPA000001



UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION

SISTERSVILLE, WV

MEMO TO: D. G. Moshier January 10, 1980
Copies To: A. W. Boyd

R. T. Kramer

D. N. Verner

Subject: Buried Waste Site II (North of Plant Proper)

) The purpose of this memorandum is to attempt to summarize all of the -
1qf9rmation [ have collected to date regarding the identity and quantity of
silicone and chlorosilane wastes buried in this area of the Sistersville

property.

To properly understand the present situation a certain amount of plant
history is pertinent.

The plant was originally built with coal fired-boilers which were
converted to oil in 1974-1975. A single sewer system collected cooling
water and acid process waste streams and delivered these to Time ponds in
the present EP area. Sewage treatment consisted of passing waste water through
these ponds, over hauled-in limestone. Chlorosilane wastes were discharged
to these ponds or dumped in holes in the cinder piles. As ponds filled
with sludge they were drained and dug out, with the waste piled on the flats
in the area. Drums full of intractable materials accumulated on the flats,
finally to be buried in trenches about 8 - 10 feet deep:

For about ten years burnable materials were often.dumped over a bank
and burned in the open. An open pit incinerator followed for five years,
and pumpable solvents were burned through a huge burner blasting across
Sugar Camp Run, with smoke and fumes escaping to the atmosphere.

In the éar]y 1970's the Sewer Separation Project, the No. 1 Landfill,
the UNOX installation and the Kiln Project put an end to these activities - al-

though about 39%0 dryms of waste materials accumulated in the area where the
Coupling Agent tacility now stands. These drums were shipped to Chem-Dyne

for disposal in 1975-1976.

To complicate the situation, all wastes have not been allowed to rest
in peace., When the No. 1 Landfill was constructed, clay for the impermeable
1ining was obtained from the hillside east of the buried waste area, and
subsequently this area was backfilled with sludge from the lime ponds and
other wastes in the area where the UNOX units now exist.

No UNOX sludge wastes are buried in this area. These went to No. 1
Landfill after going through No. 1, 2 or 3 sludge basins.

MPM0000114

EPA000002
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Buried Waste Site II Page 2 January 10, 1980

With allowances for material burned in the OPI,on the bank or in the
open flame burners, it is reasonable to conclude that in the area of the
Sistersville Plant site there are buried about 7000 drums of material which
originally contained up to 3,500,000 pounds of siTicones or chlorosilanes.
Probably 1,000,000 of this was crosslinked gum and another 500,000 pounds
was gelled methyl .silicone, both of which are essentially solid, non-reactive,
non-migrating materials. Another 1,000,000 would have been originally chloro-
silanes, stil) pot heavies, undesirable by-products, etc. which could be
expected to hydrolyze to HC1 and insoluble silicones; 750,000 pounds would
have been cyanoethyltriethoxy silane heavies, and A-1100 heavies with up
to 250,000 pounds of PCB's used as chosen during A-1100 distillation. The
other 250,000 pounds comprised some toluene solutions, filter cakes of
surfactant production campaigns, and a myriad of miscellaneous wastes from

the Pilot Plant.

To the best of my knowledge, aside from the PCB's, some toluene,
acrylonitrile, and some methacrylate polymers, very few toxics are present
in the buried waste area. I also feel that chlorosilanes, as such, have
long since hydrolyzed to essentially inert and insoluble silicone species
and the HC1 has either percolated to Sugar Camp Run or been neutralized by
the copious quantities of lime in the area or by the soil itself.

Our. test monitoring wells installed in the vicinity in December 1979
should enlighten us on these points.

CFSchubert/k

MPM0000115

EPA000003



UNTON CARBIDE CORPORATION
"Chemicals and Plastics

Sistersville, WV

October 15, 1979

MEMORANDUM TO: D. G. Moshier
COPY TO: A. W. Bovd

SUBJECT: Buried Wastes - Sistersville

I discussed this subject at length this morning with
Ron Van Mynen. Points covered included how much, where,
what effects we've noted, and what we are doing. - I made
sure that Ron understoocd that we may have 500,000 pounds
2

of PCB in the north landfill area and that 1 to 2 ppb may
be found in Sugar Camp Run, He was not alarmed about this

and doubts i{ we need to worrvy about it.

He agrees that we neced to get Cheely's proposal before
doing much beyond the type sampling we have already done.
I should 1ike to review Cheely's proposals with Ron before
we implement them. Ron expects to visit Sistersville with
Bob Kramer about November 28, 1979, He indicated that
problems at other plants were much more serious than ours

appeared to be,

UL Sehiateat

CFS/jec

EPA000004



UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION
Chemicals and Plastics Sistersville, WV

Civea I‘\uﬁ 19719

INTERVIEW WITH: G. M. Fowles

SUBJECT: Waste Disposal (Buried and Otherwisej

Jim Ramsey was in charge of Stores and J. Catasein was
responsible for waste collection which consisted in storing
drums in its present EP area. GMF inherited this area about
1958 with hundreds of unmarked drums. A good many drums were
perforated with incendiary shells, others punctured and
ignited. Gels, oils, chlorosilanes, solvents, etc,

Sludge pot samples, after setting overnight, bhecame
sensitive to handling - often blowing up when moved These
were dumped over the bank and usually exploded, Various
devices were invented to do this with minimal exposure to

personnel,

Still pot residues, like those from the A-1100 distil-
lation, went into lime ponds and the neutralization tub or
were dumped over the *burning bank'.

Dirty solvents were sold for oil well treatment until
thére was a complaint from a gas usecr; then they weve disposed
of internally by burning.

Tt was stressed that there was nearly always a fire
going on in the north dump areca. Two summer employees at
that time were John McGinnis and Alden Wince, local area
teachers. Heavy smoke clouds were deemed a mark of pro-
ductivity and at times evoked complaints from people across
the Ohio River, as well as from nearby folk.

Fire was judged to be the "ultimate solution'" in those
days, and most waste burials were ignited before being covered

up.

(rdetede )

Schubert

CFS/jec

EPA000005
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N1d :‘ L INTERNAL CORRESPONDENCE
[3 & B4 - J
CHEMICALS AND PLASTICS . SILICONES PLANT P.D. BOX 180, SISTERSVILLE, WEST VIRGINIA 26175
Tn {Namo) Oatc August 16 N 1979
Nivision
Laeation Qriginating Dept,
Antwering lottor dale
Fony 10 Subjuct Buried Wastes

‘This morning I discussed this subject with G. M. Fowles,
a UCC retiree presently living in Florida, formerly Department
Head of Utility Systems and Waste Disposal at the Sistersville

Plant.

GMF stated he had had nothing to do with the material
buried south of the plant., A. G. 0Olds and J. A. Catasein were

the knowledgeable personnel on that subject.

GMF also stated that no tight drums were buried north of
the plant. All were perforated. He recalled that chlorosilanes
vere disposed of in lime beds or ponds and that the north well
water went bad from this practice.

He observed that when the waste water treatment facilities
were built a considerable amount of the buried wastes were moved
about, especially toward the gast against the hill side where
rock and clay had been removed. No untoward incidents, i.e.,
fires, explosions, vapor clouds, or illnesses among workers were
noted at this time.

George expects to be in the Sistersville area later this
mdonth and I plan to pick his memories a little more at that
time.

CFS/jet

MPM00015986

EPA000006
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UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION 39 01d Ridgsbury Road

Law Department ] Danbury, CT 06817

July 30, 1987

Fred Dalley :
Sistersville Plant

Re: Section 103{c) CERC Notification
Dear Fred: '

You asked me whether Sistersville's 1981 Notification of
Hazardous Waste Site form (EPA Form 8900-1) submitted to U. S.
EPA pursuant to Section 103(c) of CERCLA should be revised to
state that there may be PCB waste at the inactive disposal
sites at the Sistersville plant which were reported on the
form. The form indicates that these inactive sites contain
silicone wastes and residues. No mention is made of PCBs.

I have reviewed the information you sent me by memorandum dated
June 8, 1987 vegarding PCBs. It i{ndicates that PCBs were usged
at the plant and that thetre is speculation that significant
amounts of PCBs may have been buried in the north inactive
site. Indeed, this "speculation" was orally conveyed by you to
the U. S. EPA inspectors during a RCRA solid waste management
unit (SWMU) inspection on May 15, 1986. The information
provided also indicates that, to date, PCBs have not been
detected as the result of sroundwatet monitoring conducted at
the north inactive site.

In my opinion, there is no legal basis for tevising your 1981
Notification of Hazardous Waste Site form because:

1. The inactive landfills and the materials plant personnel
had reason to "know, believe or recollect" were buried in them
was reported in 1981. This information, according to your May
15, 1981 memorandum to Hampton Parker, was based on the
knowledge and recollections of a person who had worked in the
EP department at Sistecrsville fFor 25 years and wags familiar
with plant disposal practices as well as the actual
investigation being conducted by another employee that had been
initiated in the 1-2 yeatrs prior to 1981. -

2. Bagsed on my teview of the documents you provided me,
information on PCBs is speculative at best. None of the
documents indicate that any plant personnel had actual
knowledge of PCB disposal at the north landfill site. Indeed,
PCBs have not been detected as the result of actual monitoring
conducted to date.

SISVIL013212

EPAQ00012



Fred Dailey e July 30, 1987

3. Because of the 1984 amendments to RCRA, the two inactive
sites at Sistersville are SWMUs. Any corrective action will be
mandated as part of your RCRA permit. You orally advised the
EPA -inspectors in 1986 of the PCB speculation and provided
sample results showing that no PCBs were detected.

4. The Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form, required

. by CERCLA to be submitted by June 9, 1986, was published in the

April 15, 1981 Federal Register. 1In the notice accompanying
this form, at page 22145, the Agency stated:

"The Agency trecognizes that the statutory deadline may
not permit many persons, particularly those who are
responding for & number of facilities, to undertake
extensive gsearches of archives or to interview former
employees to determine the type of activities that
took place at a facility years ago, or to sample and
analyze the wastes located in facilities. The
response may therefore ‘be based on the respondent's
[present] knowledge, belief, recollection and an
examination of reasonably available records.”

Again, the Sistersville plant, in response to speculation of
PCB disposal, did actual testing and no PCBs have been found.
Actual testing is more than 103(c) of CERCLA, as interpreted by
EPA, requires.

‘In sum, and confirming our earlier phone conversation on this

subject, unless future test results indicate the presence of
PCBs, it is my opinion that you have no legal obligation to
revise your 1981 notification under 103(c) of CERCLA or your

SWMU submittal under RCRA.

Very truly yours,

(?dakk’éng
Carol L. Dudnick

CLD:mm
cc: C. €. Smith, Jr.

SISVIL013213

EPA000013




_Fred Dailey -2- : July 30, 1987

3. Because of the 1984 amendments to RCRA, the two inactive
sites at Sistersville are SWMUs. Any corrective action will be
mandated as part of your RCRA permit. You orally asdvised.the
EPA inspectors in 1986 of the PCB speculation and provided
sauple results showing that no PCBs were detected.

4. The Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form, required
by CERCLA to be submitted by June 9, 1981, was published in the
April 15, 1981 Federal Register. In the notfce accompanying
this form, at page 22145, the Agency stated:

“The Agency recognizes: that the statutory deadline may
not permit many persons, particularly those who &re
responding for a number of Facilities, to undertake
extensive searches of archives or to interview former
employees to determine the type of activities that
took place at a facility years ago, or to sample and
analyze the wastes located in facilities. The
response may therefore be based on the respondent's
[present] knowledge, belief, recollection and an

. examination of reasonably available records."

Again, the Sistersville plant, in response to speculation of
PCB disposal, did actual testing and no PCBs have been found.
Actual testing 19 more than 103(c) of CERCLA, as interpreted by

EPA, requires.

In sum, and confirming our earllet phone conversation on this
subject, unless future test results indicate the presencs of
PCBs, it is my opinion that you have no legal obligation to
revige your 1981 notification under 103(c) of CERCLA or your
SWMU submittal under RCRA.

Very truly yours,
Carol L. Dudnick

CLD:mm
cc: C. C. Smith, Jr.

Blind note to CCS:

Bud ~ Fred reﬂuested that 1 send you a copy
of my memorandum :

SISVIL013214

EPA000014



UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION
SILICONES AND URETHANE INTERMEDIATES

SISTERSVILLE P. 0. 80X 180, SISTERSVILLE, WEST VIRGINIA 26173
SILICONES

955 _199°

May 15, 1961

MEMORARDUM TO: H. M. Parker
Environmental Affairs
NYO - 2214 Floor

COPIES TO: T. M. Bossick*
D. J. Dowling#*
R. T, Kramper
J, E. McDermottis
C. F. Schubert

*Letter Only
Dear Mr. Parker:

Enclosed are the completed "Notification of Hazardous Waste Sites" -
forms for our Sistersville Plant ad in accordance with CERCLA (Super Fund).

The information provided was colliected from Clem Schubert and Bob
Loagwell. Clem has had a project for the past one to two years to ex~
amine these inasctive waste disposal sites and drill and monitor sample
wells at these sites. Bod has worked in the EP area for 25 yeers and
provided knowledge of the Qdisposal practices and residues buried in the
past.

Both of these sites were lnspected by the EPA Wheeling Office on
May 7, 1980.

If you have any questions, please call 304-652-321L Ext. 381.

Sincerely,

o/

FED:slc
attachments

~ MPMO0001867

EPAQ0Q0015
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SEPA Notification of Hazardous Wa§tq Slte m’:&m'ﬁmmm.
} ) . ' "M mmoczmw

rouuired by Section 103(0)of the Com
require ection c ompro-
hensive Eavironmamal Response,

sation, and Liability Act of 1980 and muat

which spplies,
.be mailad by June 9, 1981.

mowwlnthmt.uywmod
uusoporlttho.lhoouol

L Y

A Person Required to Notity:

Nsme__Union Carbide Corporation-SUI Division

, Enter the name and address of the person
Qf organization required to notify.

s P. O, Box 180

Sll.u ﬂ! Zip.Cods- gé!'[j

City_ Siatermile

Site Location:

Enter the 0 name (i Mn’ and Name of Site Union Carbide Corporation-SUTY Division
. actual location of the site, surent ' P.‘.O. Box 1.86, Rt. #g
cy Sistersville  Couny Tyler Siis WV ZoCode 26175
Person to Contact: . o . .
Enter the name, title {if applicable), and  Neme (Last. Fir and This) Dailey, Fred mm%mm&._

business telephone number of th
10 contact regarding information

submitted on this form.

8 person

Prone  304.652-3211  Ext, 381

Dates of Waste Handling:

Enter the years that you estimate waste
treatmant, storage, or disposal began and

ended at the site,

From[Yesr}

1955

To (Yeer) 1955 South inactive site

1961

To (Year) 1972 North inactive site

Waste Type: Choose the option you prefer to complete

Option I: Select genaral wasts types and ooum categories, if

you do not know the genersi waste types

SOUrces, VOU are

encouraged to doscribe the site. in itam |—Dmﬂpuon of Site.

General of Waste: Source of Waste:
Place an X in the eppropriste Place en X in the appropriate
boxes. The categories listed o
overiap. Chack aach applicable
category.
1. & Organics 1. O Mining
2. MAnorganics 2. O Construction
3, (X Soivents 3. O Textiles
4, O Pesticides 4, O Fentilizer
5. O Heavy metais 5. O Paper/Printing
6. O Acids 6. O Lesther Tanning
7. O Bases 7. Q ron/Steel Foundsy
8. D PCBs 8. & Chemical, Genersl -
9. O Mixad Municipal Waste 9. O Pisting/Polishing
10, O Unknown - 10. O Mitary/7Ammunition

11, & Other (Spacify)

Form
oMD NO. amuo

EPA Form 9000+t

11. Q Elecrrical Conduotors
12. O Tronsformers :

- 13, 3 Uility Companies. . .

14, O Saniiary/Refuse
18. O Photofinish

16. O Lab/Hospitel
17. O Unknown

18. B Other (Specify)

and tesims

Option 2; This option is svailable 10 pmnl familiar with the
Resourae ation and Roco\my Act (RCRA} Soction 3001
reguistions (40 CFH Psrt 261).

pociﬂo Tywe of Wasta:'"*

EPA has assigned e four numbor to each l\uardwn wasle
listed in the regulations u Section 3001 of RCM Emer the
appropriste four-digit number in the boxes provided. A copy of

the list of hazsrdous wastes and codes can ba obtained by
f°"'.°.“¢'“° the EPA Roqlon serving the State in which the site is
oca

——— v -

MPMO0001868

EPA000016



Noiification of Hazardous Wasts Site Skie Two - .-

’F"

Total Facility Waste Amount .

Wuumunﬁtv " Fucllity Type
. Plaeomxu\mowopﬂ 1.OPles - ' . suble fost L61750

:"“::”:‘m” " ‘V"“m"”‘“""‘“‘""" 2. O Land Treatment — T R

n the scility waste smoun ce . . Lanafill* - gations . .

give the aumto;vmbimd ulnmvm 3.8 m«.‘.- [ . — ; N
{Volume) of hazardous westes at the Site 4 Q Tonks . b w1 Totel Feolity Ares - 1L

* uging cubic fest or gations, 6, O impoundment - square tovt 11250 '

I the o facty areg™ space. give the 8. O Underground injection ,:

estimatad srea size which the facilitios 7. O Orums, Above Ground <" . . sams

oecuwuﬂmmonlmum 8. B Drums, Below Ground . -/ . - ) N

8. O Other (Specify) L i
G men.Su.pocudokaowRdnmtomoEmimmt:
Place an X in the appropriate boxes 10 indicate sny known, suspected, ~  -'¢ O Known 01 § od
or likely relesses of wasias 10 the environment. ' ! 4,‘1', [.:'.';:r ,‘;c:,i”g,_f one

Note: itams Hand | are optional. Completing these items will sssist EPA and State and local onts in
hazardous waste sites. Although completing the items s not required. you are encoursged ww Jocating and sssessing

e Loca! .

H &;k;t;'h‘l::: “' smm mnﬁﬂ:ﬂﬁ:ﬁoﬂa» See attached Ben's Run Quadrangle Topo map provided
routes or other prominent landmarks nesr « - With-Form- L-of=-RCRA-2A1-WRIES pevnit_applications ...
the site. Place an X on the map to indicste previoualy provided.

120 :«o lo‘cnion R“Yw N arTow b:mm: i
may su !
S e chowing the sie location. Also' sttached is a, plant layout sketch. This sketch |
. shows the approximate size and locatioa of th¢ lnactive'
wasto disposal sites and monitoring wells associated
with these sites. o
oy l : .
!
' LTI N f -
' ' '
Description of Site: (Optional
Doscdb: thohhwvand(pf:um ) .. - ‘There are two inactive waste disposal sites at .the
conditions of the site, Give directions 1o . Unlon Carbide ‘8ilicones’ location. QOne at 'the: north
the sito and dmribunvn‘mhv wvll;h ‘ and one at the south end of the plant. The attached
Springs, lakea, or housing Incude S, . maps (see H) provide a significant description of
and whou' t:n waste came from, Promm : nearby geologicali structures and man-made facilities.
any other information or comments w « - Approxivately 20,000 drums-were-disposed. ofuln-the.
may haip describe the aite condiions. " north site. Location from 1961 to the early 1970's
(approximately 455,000 F4> of silicone wastes and
residues). At the sowth inactive site approximately
6750 Ft° of siliCoaea wastce and residuce wers dieposed
of Jo 1955, Ak v
' IR UT) T . v
; i il :.c,h ) IR
. . ¢ ‘lllt“il"‘ . LI
4 v BT e oo oy
: R T -
f 2 ¥l
J Signature and Title:; . Lot iy, .
The person or authorizsd represantative  Na ) Co
(sUth 08 piar me Supariniendents, —e _ {/wa,?num
wusiees or 8 of uuom roquired . B Owner, Past
to notify must sign the form and provide o Sues - O Jransporter
m-i?homwgmﬂl:m Mdin . et ator, Presont
in item - M
noufication, the signeture Ie optionsl,” L= 2— Sz Zp Code ‘Operator, Past
C!;o'ct the bo':n mdumbo the ) Q Other
ol bﬂlMp porson :
required 10 notify, l ore not required  Signature, Onte
10 Aotify check "oum"
MPM0001869
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P4 ! .S . . % K
ATTACHMENT T ' S e
) - YW« EPA IDF WVDOOW325353
B N ;:‘{1‘,‘. ‘. . ! T : ) .';'
- Porm 1 - General Item XT Map - T ." - o
" Explanation Key of Plant racu.u.in - Ceta et S :
‘ Bens Run at_lgo'ropomp R o )
Note: Dot beside key nuzber- ind.icatee l.ocat:l.on ot deuoribed itenm, Do i
Did not include on the Topo RCRA HW equipment in production faoiuuu, .
due to space linit tion; but did show this equipment in Form 3 Item V
facility drawi gg nion Carbide siatu-sv:l.lle R lppucat.:lon form:
Nov. 19, 198 o R
Number o .
Key Description ’ . Site Number * ' Remarks
1, Intake Well No. 1 . - P8 10AY
2. Intake Well No. 2 ‘P8 1bAdL - Source of Plnut drinld.ns
: . T water
B Intake Well No. 3 - PS 16Al .
b, . Intake Well No. & - PMITAL : S
Se Cooling Water Discharge 002 PAT 23AL - . - Floats Skimmar - West
' ) - Unox Reactor
6. Wastewater Discharge OOL PST 31l - . East Unox Reactor
7. Rail Yard Holding Pond 003 - - 3356 " No Ianstalled Structure
8. . Storm Water Runoff Discharge Point .
9. Storm Water Runoff Discharge Point. -
10. Storm Water Runoff Discharge Point:
1. Legal Propexrty Lins
12. No. L and No. 2 Sludge Settling Baai.ns
‘ R Kiln Incinerator
. No. 1 Sludge Impoundment/Landfill.:
15. . No. 2 Sludge mponndnent . . weee L . o
16. Drum Flusher Sl ;_"-‘;:-: R e
7. Filled Drum Storege e L s
18. Copper Sludge Removal o T
19. Sludge Pipeline : L T S
20. Waste Solvent Storege Tks, ' - ..:' . ' '
2. Clarifiers & Unox Reactors. R .
22. ¥o. 3 Sludge Settling Baain
25 Filter Cake Vat e
2b, Sanitary Use well - ' e
25, Residence Drinking Water Well
26. (lean Water Ponds
27. Storm Water Runoff Discbarge Polat (004)
(By-product, waste storage area) .
28, . Beptic System .
L 29. Septic System(006) ' L ,"
| 30, Septic System (005) N
g . Scorm Water Runoff Discharge Potnc
‘* Bouth inactive waste dispogu. ‘site;

~#* TNorth inactive waste di.sponal nite

MPM0001870

EPA000018
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"GAEEUDE‘ lability.

LIKIION CAHBIDE CORPORATION ro.sox 180, SSTERSVILLE, WERT VIFGINA 26176-

Slicones end Urethane Intermecdiacens
SIICONES PLANT

September 14, 1984 - .

MEMORANDUM TO: R. L. Foster

COPIES TO: A. W. Boyd
F. E. Dailey
W, V. Sumers

SUBJECT: Mitre Score for Inactive lLandfills

Enclosed you will find the witre scores calculated for our two inactive

landfill sites. These are the two inactive sites listed on the 1981
103(c) notification.

The north site appears to be the most potentially hazardous. Although no
definite evidence can be found, it is possible that up to 250,000 pounds of
PCB's are buried at this site. Also, some acrylonitrile, methacrylate polymers; -, .
and toluene are burlied at the north aite. The area containa both full and empty. ° "
drums, and some of the full drums may contain chlorosilanes which could
hydrolyze and form HCl. The soil in this area is primarily fine send and silty
clay down to the groundwater, making potential contamination of the groundwater
a . concern. However, wells at this site when last monitored in 1981 showed no
significant leaching or contamination and no PCB'a were f‘omd Appro)dmtely

7,000 drums were buried at this site.

The south site appears to be of low concern, All drums at this site wers
punctured prior to burial, allewing the chlorosilanes, oila, ‘resins, and
copper-silicon mass to dr-ain. Presumably, ths chlomailanea hydrolyzed at .the
time of burial. The south site is made up primarily’of silty.clay (reatively
low permeability). Thus, contamination of the groundwater 13 not as significanmt -
a concern as at the north site. Approximately 400 drums are buried at the eouth.

site.

Surface water from both sites can reach the plant's Rarmey uells, w =
although wmonitoring indicates that this 19 not occuring. This significantly -
increased the surface water score of both sites due to the plant population :. -
being served from a point so close to whers passible contaminants mism; bé

released.

Qur ostimates for’ rmdialmimmmedupmtbe\cmledg&mmﬁ
of the area. No studies have been done which might indicate the t‘euibmty ol‘

one remedial action above another.

counsel to assess potential .,

* Work Product® -
_ ' @ 'ﬁ% at the request of

CERCLA

MPMO0001873

EPA000021



. If you anmtiamabwtthisnpm,plmemhactunu'
- extension 377 and 286, respectively. »

7 ( Sincerely yours,
Aﬁthw)‘g

Demnis R. }bincmn

E. L. Doerflein

DRH:ELD:slec
V.08A. 11

"Attorney Work Product”

TiPrepared at the request of
counsel to assess potential
liability.”

MPM0001874

EPA000022
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£€20000vd3

7 . . MIALYS]”PF DCC SITES nprepared av. the ~<quesy i
REPORTED UNDER 103c WOT1. .CATION REQUIREMENTS OF CERCLA  counsel Lo asse: . potenti.al_. E

liability." - ~ r Ll
Y
kporting Locetion Sisteraville State __ West Virginia Conponent Sux -
. Cost Estimate ‘
Calculated Size of Digposal Area Desiqnation of . (1980 dollers) (2) a2t
e NMITRE Hectacres Pecinster _Estimated Remedisl Capital o/M
Llo. Site ldentification Score B {10,000 -2) in Meters Actions 2) o S $/yess
1 North Inaotive Site 21,7 .8826 320.4 Northsite:
1) Worst case
{15) Excavation/ 11,531,374 9,270
Disposal .
2) Less costly option
@) Vel P%Et 5§stapr 41,257 11,070
with
{19)Treatment of 162,446 83,700
Cont. Groundwatep
2 | South Inactive Site 5.8 .1509 14.3 Southsite:
1) ¥Yorst case
vation/ 1,971,956 9,270
. Disposal
2) Less costl tion :
urry 160,675 9,270
Qutoff Wall
with .
(19) Treatment of 27,780 83,700
] Cont. Groundwater
(Well point system
will not work well
in impermeable scil]
. of south aite.)
> |
: {
1) prs Appendix A YR 7/16/82 ‘ § !
E)uge draft of Dept. of Comnerce designations (e.g., Table 10, Wo. 1, S, 19) OR supply criteris used. !

19878

e R T
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Plant_ f\ Stemv:llle
lvuto:.

Sumascy of Oa-fite Nculs/\ )
which store; treat, dispose of
products or wastes

mALTOrmey Wark FromietT -

1.

"Prepared atthezuqueat of * '. :
eamseltomeaapobmtial e

ability.”
Poge 1 __of _1
B
LINERS WITH
, LEACHATE
FPACILITY NO. OF LINERS COLLECTION YEAR
Size in Linear i or
FACILITY NAME Typel Area* |Dimensions (ft.)| O 1 2 ] 1 Built Closed
fnion Carbide Corporation 100" x 100
Sisteraville Plant-North Site 36 2.18 { 200' x 300! X X 1961 1972
: ‘ 100* x 250'
Union Carbide Corparation i
Sisteraville Plant-South Site 36 .37 50* x 320° X X 1955 1955

submitted dys L% WerBmed EX Doanflicy 4

eArea in acres, to nearest one-hundreth

11 INDHOVILV
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HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

COVER SHEET

North Inactive Site - Union Carbide Cbrporation :
Facity name: Silicones and Urethane Intermediates

Location: Sistersville, WV

EPA Regron: 3
Peron(s) 18 charge of 1he fecalty: A. W, Bo .Plant: ! r

D. R. Heintzman -
Nawe of Reviewer; ___E- L. Doerflein ous:.3/12/84
General ceacrpeon of e lecility: ’

(chmmmmmmdwmmun
wmmdmmmdmmuﬂwmn)

r ctive gite consists of a closed te pit cove
2.2 acres. The area contains both empty and full drums. Approxd-
aately one-third of the waste buried in the site is crosslinked

gum and ge.lled met?yl s;licgne. both of uhich are nonhawdoua.

buried in the area.  Other hazardous wastes GeTicved to be buried
at the site are chlorosil licone residues, and or

compounds such as toluene and acrylonit.rile Earth in the area

3 @ Of maJor ‘concern 1s
W = 2 .8). Direct contact is also a s t‘icanb once!
(Sdc = 25). . ]

Y

J0Uren: Spg 22/ 7 (g ®2T.T py 935284 O )
Spg » Q

Spg w25 -

"Attorney Work Product®

"Prepared at the request of
counsel to asseas potential
liability~.

MPMO0001877

EPA000025



HAZARD RANKING

SYSTEM

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

- Assigned Vaiue
Aaing Factor (Circie One)
EJ Otserved Reiease @
H observed reiease is given & ssore of 48, procaed o itne {1).
It cbserved relesse Is given a 3core of 0, proceed 19 line (7}
@ Route Cheractenstics ‘ 32
- Depin 10 Aquifer of 01209 1 6 .
Concern
Net Precipitation  “ 91 ) ) 2 3
Permeabiilty of the 013 1 2 3
Unsatursied Zone
Physical Suate 01 209 13 3
Towl Routs Charecternistics Score 13 18
B containment 011209 NERERES
@ wases crarscrenisucs ‘ 3.4
* Toxicity! Persistence 038 91219 1 18 "
Hazardous Waata 03 23438(8)78 1 6 - s
Quantity
Total Waste Characrariatics Score 21;_ -
E] Targets . 3.9
‘. Ground Waler Use o 1 2 9 ]
-mmowmmu "g 13 ‘=_ 10 1 8 w
¥ 4 0B
Towt Targets Scare 17 @
B3 wune ts 48, muitipty n& -g ’
uune (1] wo, munipry 2} =« B « ({ « 15912] 57.3%
(@ otvide tine [T oy 57.330 ana mulapiy By 100 Sqwe 27.8

"Attorney Work Product®
"Prepared at the request of counsel
to assess potential liability™

MPM0001878

EPA000026



HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM
GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

NOTES

(@ -Growndwater reached at depths of as little as 14 fest = -
-Net preaipitation - 87 .
~Permeability of area i3 moderate due to fine sand and silty clay in the
area of the landfill
-Physical state - liquids present, soms of which may hydrolyze to HCl
gas if contacted with water '

@ =Containment ~ full and leaking drums, no liner is present

(@ -Toxdeity - PCB's are possibly present at the north site, along with
some toluene and other hazardous waste
~Quantity - 2,25 million pounds (approx. 4700 drums)

@ -Targets - approx. 20 dwellings within 1 mile of plant assumed to use
well water from the same aquifer

"Attormey Work Product®

"Propared at the request of
counsel to assess poten
liability.” g

MPM0001879

EPA000027



HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

El Qbaerved Reiesse 0 “ 1 4.3
i obssrved rolease is Given & value of 45, procesd ta fine [4],
If obssrved reiease is given & value of 0, procesd to line (3]
m Route Characterisucs ' 43
- Pachity Siope and ntervening 0 1@®3 1 2 3
teyr, 24-ne. Rainish o1 1 2 |
Oistance to Nearest Swrface 0 1 2 2 6 [}
Water : A
Prysical State 0120 1t 3 3
Tolal Route Charsctaristss Score 13 19

@ conminment 0 1@3 1 2| s 43

@ waste Charactertatics ;o
Touicity/Persistence 030912313 T 18 1
Hazardous Wasts . 012343502 6 ] ‘
Quantity

Yoummmm 4 _u'

Targets 43
Surface Waler Use 1 @ 3 3 6 ? .
Oistance (0 & Senailtve 1 3 2. 0 s
Enviroament : .

Populstion Served/Dlstance | @ 4 & 0 12 9
10 Waler intake 12 10 18
Oownstream lzn n 12 L)

Total Targets Score 26 L)

8 tine [ s s muvey 3] « G » @ -

Wine (T) 1s0. mumoly (3 = B) « @ « [ 1622&)“.3&

3 owice une Dy 84,350 and muitiply by 100 Sewe 5.2

"Attorney Work Product?”

"Prepared at the request of counsel
to assess potential lfability."

MPMO0001880

EPA000028



HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM .
C.’ 30’“’835 WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

NOTES

@-mmwmtmrmmter-a@rmmhmﬂmdimuymthmml
and then into Chio River . '
~1 year 24 hour rainfall approx. 2.25"

() -Surface water use - fishing and boating
~Sensitive Environment - Chio River not a aem:l.tive environment
~Population served - plant intake is within 2,000 ft. of discharge
of surface water which could potentially be contaminated

(— "Attorney Work Product™
. "Prepared at the request.of counsel
to assess potential liability.™
MPMO0001881

EPA000029



HAZARD RANKING

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET

SYSTEM

Rating Factor
El Observed Relesse”
Date snd Location:
Sampling Protocol;
nuns [I] ie 0, me 5y » 0, Entar on line [3]. )
#tune [1] 1o 48, then proceed 1o tine [F].

El WOMM 62
Reactivity and 0123 1 3
Incompatibility .
Toxleity ‘ 0112 ]
Hazargous Weste 0123486878 1 ]
Quantity .

 Total Waste Charactaristics Score »
Targen )
Within }a 9121818 1 »
Mile Rsdius NWTN
Dlstance 10 Sensitive 0123 ? (]
Environment !
tand Use 01223 1 3
Towm Targets Score »
muumpby[ﬂ:m:m 38,100
@ owide ne (3] oy 35,100 ane muiupy by 100 S, 0

"Atterney Work Product™

"Prepared at the request of counsel
to assess potential liadility,.”

MPMO0001882
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HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM
AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET

NOTES

No observed release

"Attorney Work Product®
"Prepared at the request of counsel
to assess potential liability."

MPM0001883

EPA000031



HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING Sy

Groundwater Route Score (Sqy,) 27.8 73

Surface Water Rovte Score (Sew) 5.2 635
ettt 072777/ I

VTR A ws

T2 .
Vsl +s 033 /v,n

8”-

NOTES

W 21.7

“Attornsy Work Product™

"Prepared at the request of counsel
to assess potential liabtlity.”

~ MPM0001884
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HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET

-
GJ Comtainment
@ wane craracwriatios ' L
Oirect Evidence Q 3 1 3
fgnitanikty 01 2.3 1 3
Rescuvity . 0121 1 3
incampstibaiity 1t 23 1 J
Hazardous Waste 0 t234882728 8-
Quantity
Totsl Weste Characteristice Score 20
& targen - 13
Oistance 10 Nearest 9123 48 1 §
_ Distance 10 Nearest 0123 1 3
Buiding .
Olslance 1 Sensitive 0123 ) 3
Environment
Land Use : 0123 1 .3
Popuistion Within 0123 45 1 L}
2-Mile Racius . .
Buiidings Within 0123 438 1 8
2-Miie Radiue ’
Total Targets Score . . u
& ooy @@ @ 140
@ Diviae kne [3] by 1.440 ana muttiply by 100 Sfg=0

"Attormmey Work Product®

"Prepared at the requeat of counsel
. to assess potential liability.”

MPM0001885
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HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET

NOTES I

No demonstrated 'threat from fire and explosion.

"Attorney Work Produat®

"Prepared at the request of counsel
to assess potential llability.™

MPM0001886

EPA000034



HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET
Ratng Facior
@ ovserved incidom
wune [T] is 48, proceed w iine (3] 2
tine [T] 180, proceed 1o ine [3] ‘
B accessivitiy. . 0120 1131 a 82
Containment ' o @ 115 [ 8| o3
Waste Changienstica
E Towicity 0130 s )] 5 | 1] s
‘I‘m B L &
Population Within & RTOFN « 8 =«
fdile Racius
Distnce 10 & @122 ¢« g u
Caitical Haditat .
Total Targets Score 8 |- n
'““‘.%h“’wg.g. - .
Wine (1] 1o muitiory @ x B « (4 « (& 5400} 21,400
C otvide oe [B] by 21,600 snc muitipty by 100 Soc > 25

"Attorney Work Product”

"Prepared at the requeat of counsel
to assess potential liability.®

MPM0001887

EPA000035



HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM R

(" DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET

NOTES

(® -Aocessibility - Landfill is open to the plant proper. Outer boundary is
protected by the plant fence. .

@ =Contaimment - Buried wastes are within 2 ft of the top of the ground.
(5) -Population - Plant workforce plus residents of a few single family dwellings.

"MMN&V
" "pPpepared at the request of counasl
to assess potential liability."

MPM0001888

EPA000036



‘:." . 5 :_7' M | ‘;‘«
o HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM
C. DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET

NOTES

'(® -landrill bas no btarriers
(3 -Buried wastes are within 2 £t of the surface of the ground

(@ -Possibility of HCL being present or being generated by hydrolysis reactions
() -Population is <100 within a 1 mile radius.

"M;ﬁomx Work Product®
"Prepared at the request of counsel
to assess potential liability.®

MPM0001889

EPA000037



Kemron

Kemvon {rveonmenrol Sevve e
235 Second Sivret

Moreng Orvo 45750
Jelophone (0V4) 3742222

Sample Source See Belpy Report Date " 1/10/80
Collected By Union Carbide Corp. ‘Date Collected 11/19/79
Date Received 11/21/79

For . Union Carbide Corp.

P. 0. Box 180 Date(s) Analyzed 12119/NK

Sistersville, W __ 26175 Data Number 112179-3
Aten: €. F. Schubert P. O. Number
ANALYTICAL RESULTS
SAMPLE TOTAL POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (ug/L)
EPC #32-1a  From Tes? well o1 8/ Romog belle g 5
EPC #33~1  Pend 8- Stel x °
EPC #33-2 Bit le Dvmhmy s fer L .<0.5
EPC §33-3  Plhod Pl Vide Sl < 0.5
EPC #33-4  Plint Buerss w7 ee < 0.5
EPC #33-5  ¢wox Efflvet 71-2e-73 < 0.5
EPC ’33"6 S-,u (;.-’ Rom H-20-71 1.5 ”/"ffﬂ'l‘- ‘l‘ Cvik
EPC #33-7  Supiw Comp Pom P Rte 2. 2.0
J-2eTy

* Result not available — sample broken in transit.

"'

Eugene M, Schaeffer
Laboratory Supervisor

Analysis Number 78-110-01

Official Methods Used in This Analysis

Borg Womer Corporation
. Admiripigtics ON<e: MOrem0 OMo 230 Seond rpe1 (0141 37¢ 2272 20 €3730
Lobontory Lecotens
M'q': ACVGI 10uTANA QUL 5D 1IwNOm TANANGION LS MICHGAN wANE TR Qw0 POAT ML CHIY TEIAY
7 S e e s Y740 W= A snr Wit aery 229 wxond yover 1210 Yot Necnes Avcrue

SISVIL013203

EPA000038



Kemron

23 ;cw Svwer
Moriena, Oko 45750
Telephane (014) 3742222

Sample Source See Below Report Date'. 3/18/80

Collected By Union Carbide Date Collected -

For, Unign Carbide Date Received 2/18/80
P. 0. Box 180 Date(s) Analyzed 3/14/NK
Sistersville, WV 26175 Data Number _ 0218801
Attn: C, P, Schubert P. O. Number .

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

SAMPLE TOTAL POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (ug/L)

57-1 e Epa. LT (-21-50 6

51-2 w8y ST /=26~ 1o <5
& 2

57-3 Ly €y RESATE 5= <5

57-4 £ I Tt Wk of R, e/ <5

571-5 f4¢ L& T #1380 <5

- Analygis Number 78-110-01
. 0fficial Methods Used in This Analysis Laboratory Supervisor
Borg Woarner Corporolion
Admintuoive Oice: Manaria ONo 205 Second Sreet (0143742222 Lp 63750
Lobowotory Locosons
mm: lwm S ”w?.:mm - s%ucron LS u"crm :;J«’utm w0 r?M mcm TEIAY
vOndo! i Norivwesre: Socond 1 Mechas
‘504) 930050 e 20808 (317 5606.8300 bpoo";o L 1310202420 mlom wte 311-7;‘;1“ 1o 43150 (1‘\£ 1271001 ‘mroh

SISVIL013204

EPA000039



anironnental Protection - ' sisteraville IV.

March 11, 1992

MEMORANDUM TO: D. Liebeskind

COPIES TO: F. E. Dailey
: C. C. Neinhuis

L. W. Phair
E. D. Southard

SUBJECT: North Inactive Site

Attached are the memoranda in the inactive site disposal
files relative to the potential of PCB’s being disposed of in the
north inactive site.

Included are:

emro alytical Data; As I
understand it this data, which was later determined not to
be valid, is what triggered the search for PCB’s which might
have been disposed of. I can find nothing in the files
saying this data is not valid, but all analyses conducted
since then have not shown PCB’s. ,

1/10/80 - C. F. Schubert Letter on Buried WQste Site
1I: Letter says that up to 250,000 pounds of PCB’s used
during A-1100 distillation may have been disposed of at the
north inactive site.

5/3/81 - F. E. Dailey Memo Concerning Pnenxlt;icnlgrg—

gilane Production: Mewmorandum states that we do not believe
our technology for phenyltrichlorosilane production produced
PCB’s.

WJWL@J. Basis for
speculation that PCB flulds might have been disposed of in
the north inactive sxte.

yi -~ e: tio 03

Notification: Memorandum stating that there is no basis for
revising the 1981 Notification of Hazardous Waste Site form.

SISVIL013200

EPA000040



[
Y, o

Based on the limited information available, it is not
. possible to state unequivocally that PCB’s were not placed in the
_north inactive site. Information suggesting disposal is purely
speculative at this point, however. Monitoring data to date do
not substantiate the speculation.

Sincerely,

IQIMM f\l‘v‘gﬁv\&r) /
Dennis R. Heintzman

DRH:slm
PCB

SISVIL013201

EPA000041



